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The Fonorable Stuart Symington /
inited States Senate \/"
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Dear Senator Symington:

«y letter of 18 .arch 1557 apparently erossed yours of the same
gate, and 1 believe I have alrsady dealt with all but the last two
rarazraphs of your letter.

Referring to the last two paregrachs of ycur letter, the agreed
estimates of the intelligence comunity durin: recent years have not
underestimated iussian sircraft production in all other eascs. In
1953, for example, a Soviet aircreft them in the prototype stace was
inclwded in estimated future production, Subsequently, informetion
wag developed that this sircrafi was nct put into preduction and it
was then dropped from the new estimate. In certain other instances,
l&:ei;a e;evidenca has csused an ypward revision in national intell.gence
es Se

iesponsible opinion differs as to whether intalligence has overe
estimated or underestimated Sovi.t gtrength in reocent years. 1 note
that in testimony before your Subcom:ittec last June, Admiral radford
voiced tne opinion that imtelli ence normally overestimates Com:unist
capabilities. The complexities of estimating on the wide seope of
Soviet programe and strengths ere such that, fro: time to time, pre-
dictions regarding specific Soviet programe zuei be modified in the
lisrht of new evidence. On balance, however, I do not believe that in
recent years national intelligence estimates heve shown any consistent
tendency either to overestimate or to underestimete the significant
irends in Soviet capabilities.
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As I indicated in my letter of‘18 March
s we constantly review o
estimates in the light o:f‘ up-to-date intelligence, and thg'c is no ':.
of pmdicting_the dirsction or degree of change which this new infor-
mation will dictate. I can assure you that national intelligenes esti-
mates will continue to reflect objective judgments based on available

- evidence,
Sincerely,
SiRNED
Allen W, Dulles
: Director
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March 18, 1957 9

Honorable Allen W. Dulles
Director of Central Intelligence
2430 E Street

Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Director:

For same reason the Intelligence revision about Russian
long-range bombers which came to our Subcommittee from your
Department last November has suddenly been given & lot of
publicity in the press.

This naturally is a surprise, especially as it was all
knovn prior to the issuance of our recent report on air-
bower -- and prior to the submission of the 1958 military
budget to the Congress.

As I understood our conversation yesterday, this your re-
vised estimate is based on acquired knowledge about production
bugs in the Russian production of these bombers -- bugs
comparable to those which recently held up so much production
of our B-52's,

I noted that these production lags have not in your opinion
reduced the number of long-range bombers the Russians plan

to build; and understand they have not changed our concept

of the number of such bombers they will have in operational
units,

To the best of my knovledge, this is the only case, at least
in recent years, where CIA estimates of Russian production
have turned out to be more than they later actually produced.

In all other cases -viz. plane types - Russian production
exceeded the previous estimates. If that is not right, please
let me know the cases in question,

SS/j
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- were at work on the federal budget a
well-orgamzed pubhc‘ty campaigh was.

The ca"‘palgn began with' the: usual
leaks to friéndly. colummsts like Joseph
and Stewart Alsop, who solemnly predict-
ed calamity. In’due time, Sen. W. Stuart
Syminjgton' of Mlssourx, who-has become
the unofficial ' spokesman for ‘the Air
Force, raised the-tempo of hls continuous
warnings and persuaded hlS‘ congres-,
sional colleagues to make an, nvestiga-
tion. " Under the chalrmanshrp “of the
dxstmgulshed senator, ‘and with; TV- cam-
efas” dazzling the hearmg room, the
investigation got under way thh a burst
of. publicity.

- Thecommittee's recommendatlons
could have been written in advance, and.
without taking a word of testimony. Noth-
ing new was " disclosed, although the
country ‘was reassured that ‘American
intelligence had discovered this newest
threat from the Soviet Union, ’

The Star was one of the few news-
papers in America to challenge the accu-
racy of the statements of top offxcers of
the Air Force. The Star explainied that
air power is planes plus bases, and; that
with our 2,000 B47’s the low- but: steady
production of the new B52’s would. enable
the United States to retaliate masswely
to any attack, in 1959 or any previous
year.. The Star questioned the wisdom of
accelerating unduly the productlon rate
of B52’s, because they soon would become
- -obsolete.

Congress voted $900 million to prov1de
for Air Force expansion, wh{ch Pre51dent
Eisenhower himself had opposed. g

Now comes a story in the March 8
issue of U. S. News and World Réport,
headed, “A 900- mlllxon dollar Bobble,”
which explains:

““The_story..of a major bobble m
U...S.. intelligence ' estimates ——one
that caused Congress to appropriate

an extra 900 million dollars last year"

—is startlng to leak out now. e
““Just'a year ago, a secret/mtelh-".

gence report was glven to a commit-!

tee of Congress concernmg Russia’s!
strength in long-range air power.. The'
“Russians, according to ‘leaked’ re-
_ports, were said to have more than
100 Bison heavy bombers, far sur-

passing the numbers the U. S. had of

,its comparable jet bomber, the B52. -

“A furor ensued in Congress, and"

in the press.” Congress grew con-

Icerned over an apparent Russian lead!
in a vital defense field. As a direct-

iresult of that concern, nearly a billion
idollars was. added to -the requested
AlI‘ Force. budget with the under-,
standmg that most of it would be

'spent to speed the output of B52v

‘bombers.

o “’Now, hawever, top defense offi-'

cials are disclosing to Congress that
the intelligence estimate of a year
ago has been found to be far too high.
Instead of more than 100 superbomb-

ers, the indications seem to be that’

Russians had: ‘only about 50, with U. S.
'strength in heavy bombers out ahead.

“It is all raising serious questions:

chusetts;™ during the feafings: ™7
"Senator Saltonstall g*Am I correct

P. McConnelI) has s;a,t;gd‘,,u
correlated' | th

“It was'at this hearing tﬁé’l
ligence: flgures on the" Soviet . Bisoh
! were disclosed £ff the record 1In the
level Air Force gen
conclusion: RV

“““This" shows that n accordance
with presently programmed prodnc-
tion schedules of the B52-{ and for the

changed:  » k ) '
“Air? Force Secre t‘ary Donald

Quarles told the Senate Armed. Serv-
ices-Commitfee last week that: *, . .
whlle, ‘at jbne' tune, BlSOIlS appeared
tolead B52s in productlon, the present
indications  are’ that *B52s ‘are- sub-
stantrally ahead in Humbers as: well

“‘Gen. Nathan F, Twmmg, A;
Force chief of staff, states flatly that
the current-: estlmate of present
strength ‘of Russia’s. heavy-bomber

. force. is- lower thanL the Air Force

¢ estimate for this. same pérlod madea

year ago. " : .

. Those words teil a self-evxdent story .o
dnexcusably mistaken estlmates ‘made b,
fop officers of the ‘Air Force of their ow:
mtelhgence, and shockmg gulhbﬂlty 0
the part of Senator Symmgton and hi
congressnonal colleagues

The probab1llt1es are that’ so—calle«
intelligence -originated in the minds. o
some “‘armament spenders’’ who, on th
advice of their. well-paid public relation:
advisers in-New York, dehberately plant
ed this mlsmformatlon on the Air Forc:
officials and Senator Symington as a way
of frightening the American people an¢
members of Congress into spendmg th
extra $900 million, '

Approved For Release 2002/08/21 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000100040050-6




